Mr. Paul Hoch 
2599 LeConte ftve. , 
Berkeley, Ca. 94709 


10/4/76 


Dear Paul, 

Your brief note of the 2d, postmarked yesterday, nad® remarkable time. It 
reached me today. 

I want to make immediate patrial response. Jim and 1 are really bogged down 
t hrough Friday, has the Ray petition cert to file with the Supreme Court by 
the end of Thursday. T*e are in court in an FOIA case Friday morning. I am preparing 
a long and detailed affidavit 1 kust complete before Thursday evening. 

This means that my wife, who will have to retype it in haste and is reading 
the first part now to be able to, will not be able to use the copying machine fe 
for me. Since the thrombophlebitis stading is counra- indicated. I make a copy of onl y 
a page of two myself. If I stand my feet swell and burn and I'm further limited. 

In your first graf you say i misinterpreted and misquoted your memo. I do 
not believe I did. 

You say that Feenery told you on the 29th that they have memos from you. Bud, L ane 
and me and that "they did not particularly conflict."' I'd be surprised if these are 
the only memos they have and ^aat if M r ak' s any mine are in agreement. x ours and 
mine are not. They are in baaic opposition! 

You ask for a copy of my memo. I'll go farthur if I can. T^e reason X impose this 
restriction is unclear recollection about whether any of the other memos must be 
confidential in part. I'll explain because I want you to know. 

I also add that if they have no memo from Howard there dereliction is great and 
intended. 

Feeney called the afternoon of the 15th. I don't recall whether he asked for 
a memo then or not. If I wrote one it is filed one place, if not another. However, 

Bud spoke to J im on Friday the 17. He did ask for my opinions and suggestions. I 
stopped everything and dasgted one off, off the top of the head, and went into 
town to try to get it into the mail in time for Bud to have it first thing Monday 
morning because our Saturday mail goes to Baltimore Before going anywhere else. 

This is an unimaginable disaster, Baltimore' s post office having developed ineffecie ncy 
and error to that degree. Bud did ha-g-e discussion or discussions with Jim of which 
T know only what 1 remember of what im told me. H 0 wever, by the end of the followiig 
week ri ud had apprehensions of his own. I'm certain I wrote him earlier and without 
solicitation and to express my own concerns. -He did not respond. 

Toward the end of the week of thelPth Bud phoned to ask if I'd be home on the 
26, when he wouid be driving past here on his return to Washington, ^e did stop off 
then and we did have a discission of a number of questions. He then gave me an under - 
standing of the internecine warfare. I carried my suggestions further, having had mo re 
time to think of them. I have heard nothing further from him. I have had no further 
word of any kind from Feeney or any other. I have never had any word from Gonzalez. 

-&§ best I can parahrase my basic recommendation it is the one I made to Schweiker. 

(I note you are without response with respect to what I asked and said about Schweikr. ) 

I urged an immediate need to establish credibility and to educate the members and 
staff. I urged that this be done by addressing the basic conclusions of the official 
mythology as one addresses any homicide, with the essential (and only the eseential) 
evidence of that homicide. This would lay a basis for no confidence in the official 
mythology in a manner understood by lawyers, which most Members are, and by the emdi a. 
Y/ithout this and without it being done with the official evidence, done simply and 
comprehensibly but definitively, I see only disaster ahead. If this is done in this 
manner I am still deeply worried about disaster. Clearly you do not or your never 
have written what you did. Or you do not understand the political realities. 

I urged Bud not to be counsel. He had not told me but I've know for a year that 
this was ^owning's intention. He tssld me when he phoned me that he had accepted this 
advice. In however many memos and letters I wrote I always urged the plans for the 
remainder of this session be limited to essentially what I recommended as reflected 
above, as it relates to JFK. " ith ^ing, whether or not written, I made the same 
recommendation, adding that Jim be sfifed to testify to how the law works and has hot 
worked, how the courts have, etc. w 
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Last summer Feeney and Tiny, Downing’s top man, were here several times. I showe d 
them more than enough of this basic evidence. They have been silent since, until 
Rick's call of the 15th. T>,ey have sent me no copy of any of Downing's statements, 
particularly not his insanities with Morrow, which you do not mention. However, I havve 
been sent several tapes of his appearances and A have read the first tw> chapters of 
his book. He is explicit in his appearances in saying that Downing credits him for 
the passage of the resolution and that he will be at least a consultant to the 
committee. This is as insane as Gonzalez' love affair with '£eberman(iac). 

I am informing Jim and Howard via carboits. Xeroxing is easier and cheaper for 
them. If either can copy whatever either believes ought not be kept confidential tes 
because of its personal nature only ( &ud as it relates to others only) before I 
let either know 1 have sent you copies, each has my permission. x n fact, my request. 

is attachments to this affidavit I will require many xeroxes. These cost 15/ 
each here. If there is time after I collect them I'ljtry to search my files for 
what you want. However, there will not be time to mail anything of this nature until 
after Friday at the earliest. (I also have 85 pages to read and comment on in the 
spectro remand and the answers to the interrogatories in the suit for the transcripts 
are long overdue. Tese also will require much time and work.) Therefore I am mailing 
you this explanation now. 

How that I have taken this time I do not have, how about you responding to 
what I asked of you? 

You ignore all of this. I do not understand why and you make no explanations. 

Yftiile I wrote you in great haste I am generally specific enough. Most consider 
that I try to be over- informative. 

So I would like s> mething I could consider a response. There is nothing 
personal, in this for me. I've stayed away from, the HiTTon this. I’ve gone inhere 
on invitation only. However, as ^ long have and predi-gJIP accurately and in 
detail in advance, long in advance, I see the most serious troubles ahead. Here, 
not over anything personal, is where my concerns lie. I /made at least fairly clear 
what some of my concerns over your memo are. I’d like you to address them in some 
meaningful and responsive way. Hot in an academic fashion. TT 0 t in a vacuum. This 
is all very real, very political. 

It is an evasion, not an answer to claim you cannot make me "realize" anything 
about your memo. 

I've just looked at your note again. A t is less than eight lines in response 
to all that 1 took the time to write you. This is so much a copout that I have to 
consider whether any further time and effort are a total waste. With all I can’t 
find time to do I'll want some demonstration of good faith, some willingness to 
reciprocate, before I take any more time for such non-responses in return. 

Meanwhile, I do p hope you do think carefully about what I've said, as you 
say you will. The evil potential of what lies immediately ahead is enormous. 

Sincerel/y , 



